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Government was paralyzed the parallel satyagrahi Governrn?jit
should be ready to Lake its place and keep intac: ihe social
order. Thus Gandhiji \\votc in 1920, ". . .v.iien v? arc ready ic
call out the military and die police on an exitrnsive scale/we
shall find ourselves in a position to defend onrselvc?. If the
police and the military resign from patriotic mouves. I vrould
certainly expect them to perform the same duty as ii:;do:irJ
volunteers. . . .The movement of non-co-operacicn is one c;~
automatic adjustment. If the Government schools are cnipued, I
would certainly expect national schools to conic into being. If
the lawyers as a whole suspended practice, they would devise
arbitration courts and the nation will have expedkivu: and
cheaper method of settling privaie disputes., and awarding
punishment to the wrong-doer."75 Again, "Stcary by non-violent
means can, therefore, never mean an interval of chaos and
anarchy. Swaraj by non-violence must be a progressively peace-
ful revolution such that the transference of power from a close
corporation to the people's representatives mil be as natural as
the dropping of a fully ripe fruit from a well-nurtured tree.'"715
In 1946 he said, "A non-violent revolution is not a programme
of 'seizure of power'. It is a programme of transformation of
relationships ending in a peaceful transfer of power/*77

As for Swadeshi^ it automatically implies the boycott of
those foreign commodities which are of universal use in a
countly and which must be locally produced. Foreign cloth is
one such commodity, the boycott of which is an essential nega-
tive aspect of a non-violently planned economy. In 1920-22
Gandhiji advocated not only the boycott but also the destruction
of foreign cloth and himself inaugurated cloth-burning in
Bombay in July 1921.78

7s T. /., I, pp. 641-42.
i*Ibid.9 p. 293.
77 H., Feb. 17, 1946, p. 14.
78 G. F. Andrews questioned the ethics of burning "the noble handiwork
of one's fellowmen and women, one's brothers and sisters abroad". Such
burning seemed to him "something violent, distorted, unnatural" which
would lead the country back to the "old bad selfish nationalism of the racial
type so rampant in Europe". T. /., I, pp. 555-58.
Gandhiji, however, defended the destruction as "a sound proposition
from the highest moral standpoint". There was nothing racial or parochial
about it because his emphasis was on foreign cloth and not British goods.